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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 
09/030,702 


ApPnJSnt(s) 


Macneil 



(3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on Jul 24. 2000 

□ This action is FINAL 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qu$flQ35 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3_ month(s), or thirty days, whichever is 

longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 


Disposition of Claim 

B Claim(s) 1-16 


, is/are pending in the applicat 


Of the above, claim(s) . 
S Claim(s) 1-4 — 


(3 Claim(s) 5. 12. and 16 L~ fl , / I l 


89 Claim(s) 6-11 and 13-15 
□ Claims, 


is/are withdrawn from consideration 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 


. are subject to restriction or election requirement. 


Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved Diisapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All C$ome* [N]one of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: 


□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 

Attach ment(s) 

29 Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 


• SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES ■ 
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Office Action Summary 


Part of Paper No. 18_ 
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October 1 1 , 2000 p age Number 2 

This Office Action js a response to the A ppl ic at io n _fi led qn:__ 

| Number j Name j Date j Claims ] Independent Claims j 
j_ h r r h j 

|_ 09030702 |_ __Macneil ___]___ 2/25/98 \ 16 j 3 | 


Specification 

The applicant has not supplied a copy of the original patent clearly showing what information is to 
be removed from the patent and what information is to be added. Information to be removed 
should be bracketed [] and information to be added to be underlined and noted with marks 
before and after the added phrase or sentence. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 USC. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 6-8,10,11,16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claims. 

Claims 6,7,8 are unclear as they further limit an inner wall segment which is not disclosed in the 
independent claim 5. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "said shank portion" in line 2 and "said longitudinal thongs" in line 4. 
Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said shank end portion" in line 3. 

Claim 16 is unclear as it refers to claim 17 which is non-existent. It will be assumed claim 16 is 
dependent on claim 15 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 


(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 


m 


m 


October 11, 2000 


Page Number 3 


2. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Taylor et al. Taylor et 
al discloses a lacrosse head having a frame with a throat portion, first and second sidewalls and a 
lip portion (fig 1,2,3). 


3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taylor 
et al in view of NCAA. Taylor discloses the elements in claim 12. However Taylor fails to 
disclose the use of an offset head. NCAA discloses the use of an offset head (Page 1- 1st New 
Equipment- Item 3) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute 
the offset head of NCAA for the head of Taylor in order to increase the force on the game ball 
and improve the control of the ball in order to increase the enjoyment of the game. 


As to claim 16: Taylor et al discloses outer wall segments having substantially straight bottom 
edges (fig 2,3). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 


Allowable Subject Matter 


5. Claims 13-15 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 


1 
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October 11,2000 


Page Number 4 


6. Claims 6-1 1 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 


7. Applicant is reminded of the continuing obligation under 37 CFR 1,56 to timely apprise 

the Office of any litigation information, or other prior or concurrent proceeding, involving Patent 

No. 5,494,297 , which is material to patentability of the claims under consideration in this reissue 

application. This obligation rests with each individual associated with the filing and prosecution 

of this application for reissue. SeeMPEP §§ 1404, 1442.01 and 1442.04. 

Conclusion 
The prior art made of record and relied upon. 

^ j , rn 1 

j PatentJNumber i _D_ate_ i Pat?i)LName 1 ! Notes J 

! 5035434 \ 7/30/91 T Taylor etal |"T ! 

j_ ]_ +— h+ \ 

! Meeting Minutes j 5/15/83 ! NCAA | \ \ 
j_ 1- + (-+ \ 

! ! ! ! ! ! 

! J J LJ J 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Michael Chambers whose telephone number is (703) 306-55 16. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. from 8:30 to 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jeanette E. Chapman, can be reached on (703) 308-13 10. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 308-7768. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directecLto the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1078. 
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A TTACHMENT TO AND MODIFICA TION OF 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY (PTO-37) 

(November, 2000) 

NO EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE PERMITTED TO FILE 
CORRECTED OR FORMAL DRAWINGS, OR A SUBSTITUTE 
OATH OR DECLARATION, notwithstanding any indication to the 
contrary in the attached Notice of Allowability (PTO-37). 

If the following language appears on the attached Notice of Allowability, the 
portion lined through below is of no force and effect and is to be ignored 1 : 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE to comply with the requirements noted below is set to 
EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE "DATE MAILED" of this Office action. Failure to complv will result in 
ABANDONMENT of this application. Extensions of time may bo obtain e d under the provisions of 37 CFR I 1 36(a). 

Similar language appearing in any attachments to the Notice of Allowability, 
such as in an Examiner's Amendment/Comment or in a Notice of 
Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948, is also to be ignored. 


1 The language which is crossed out is contrary to amended 37 CFR 1.85(c) and 1 136. See Changes to 
Implement the Patent Business Goals". 65 Fed Reg. 54603. 54629. 54641. 54670. 54674 (September 8. 
2000). 1238 Off Gaz. Pat. Office 77. 99. 1 10. 135. 139 (September 19. 2000) 


